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AESTRACT 

The problem of hew prospective secondary school 
teachers of speech should develop a facility for orally critiquing 
speeches in the classroom is presented. A current program in which 
all undergraduate speech education majors must complete a course 
called Teaching Speech in High School is examined. Methods of 
fulfilling the course requirements, including listening to speeches 
criticizing them, and teaching at least one class period under the 
supervision of the regular instructor, are examined. Values of this 
program are analyzed. (CK) 
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A rroblem Ion.;: oV served in working with prospective secondary 
teachers of speech has been an apprehension of orally critiquing speeches 
in the classroom* In the methods course at Eastern Illinois ’Jnivorrity 
such questions arise as. Should we critique orally? If so, what should 
we say? A recent revision of the methods course requirement attempts to 
provide applicable experience in 3pc>ech criticism c 

Karl bo Rcoinson, writing in 1 9%. a stated that, "criticism is a 
process of revealing diagnosis or evaluation of performance to the student 
so that he nay take steps to improve hits work*” Others writing in the area 
of speech criticism have generally agreed with Robinson's stress on 
improv;-.r.ent as the end of oral and/or written criticism* (P.alcer and Seabury, 
1J?65.' Geiger, 1956; ' ont.qomcry, 1?57; Smith, 1961; Kelly, 1965) The emphasis 
pi-.ced on the importance of teacher criticism,, be it oral or written, at the 
secondary level has created a need for a laboratory type experience in 
criticism for undergraduate speech education majors prior to the teaching 
pro.cticumo Paul P u Holtzirain underscored the need when he stated that, 

"the critic of a speech has one primary question to ans’eri r !hat can I 
say (or write or do) that wall result in this student's imerovin; his 
communicative ability?' Note that this is a very different question from, 
'Whut did he do poorly?' or 'Wh-t did he do well?'" 




"PERMISSION 10 REPRODUCE THIS 
C0PVRKH1ED MATERIAL HAS BEEN 6RAHIED 

BY fh* B. LLMi 



10 EMC An OROANIZAIIOHS OPERATING 
UNDER A6REEMEH1S WITH THE U.S. OFFICE OF 
EDUCATION. FURTHER REP30DUCTI0N OUTSIDE 
THE ERIC SYSTEM REQUIRES PERMISSION OF 
THE C0PYRI6HT OWNER." 



1 



« • 



Thus* pant research in the area of speech education has generally 
stressed meaningful oral and/or written criticism of performance as a 
vital component of ilia learning process in the speech classroom* Likewise* 
past experience in training secondary teachers of speech has resulted in 
a noticed apprehension of making sneaningful critical remarks to students 
in speech cl asses c 

One method in the speech education classroom of criticism practice 
consists of running video tapes of high school speakers for class oral and 
written comments v ideo tape is not. innovative and. is restricted to colleger, 
jind universities possessing the needed equipment » 

At Eastern Illinois 'Jniversity an additional method has been implemented 
to provide prospective high school classroom teachers life experiences in 
criticizing speeeh.es 0 The additional method does not replace the use of 
video tape or any other method; it supplements other methods and adds the 
actual experience dimension.. It provides the student living experience in 
criticism before student teaching., 

Explanati o n of Program 

Every undergraduate speech education major must complete a course in 
Teaching r.peech in high School* A part of the course requirement states 
that the student complete from S~1Q hours in a section of the basic speech 
course in the department of speech at Eastern Illinois University The 
range of 3-10 hours serves the convenience of the regular instructor of 
the basic course., The student must fulfill 3 hours to meet the course 
requirement; however* the basic course instructor may require the student 
to complete one or two additional hours* A few students f after completing 
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the rdfumost 5? ‘■tours* vanish from the sight of the instructor even though 
he was in the aii*'-st of criticising a round of speeches or teaching; a uni l- 
0 f course the student may spend nore than 10 hours in the class if lie desires 



and f.he instructor consents <■ Thus far in the program* about naif the students 
have elected to spend nore than required hours in the class 0 rt is expected 
that the student trill spend some time in conference with the instructor « 

Such conference tim* is not included in the '3-10 hour requirement., 

’****-« tm- 

'lo effort i- made to establish a rigid pattern of activity for the 
student,, The di.cis5.on as to what the student actually c'-ass in the classroom 



rests ultimately with the re; ul.'.r instructor of the basic course. Three 
categories jf activity ore suggested; Obs ervatio n ; The student s:ay observe 
the teaching of the instructor and/or activities of the class,. Cr itics s m : 

The student may do written and/or oral critiques of speeches, discussions., 
or -ny other class performance activities,. This second category lomally 
• eceives most stress. Teaching : In most cases the student ultimately 

teaches at least one class period under the supervision of the regular 
instructor. In some situations the student may teach a complete unit,. 

At tha end of the quarter the methods instructor receives an evaluation 
of the student's performance from the participating instructor. Specific 
questions considered ares hid the student fulfill the minimum of 8 hours in 
the classroom? '/hat strengths did you note in the student that might ultimately 
contribute to successful teaching? Whet weaknesses did you note that 
ultimately create diil’icalty in a teaching situation? The student is not 



graded „ 

Also at the end of the quarter each participating student submits a 
diary of the teaching experience, The diary consists of a day by day account, 
of what he did in the class and his reactions to the teaching situation. 



The student need only account for 9-10 days in the diary evou if he spare 
more tine in c lass * 



Values and Limitations 



While the primary value sought in the program is to provide the 
prospective teacher of speech supervised experience in speech criticism,, 
there are o ther val ues of the program o it allairs the student to truly observe 
the teaching of a basic course,, lip to the time of enrol line at in met’ ode 
courses moot observations of teaching have involved the student’s observing 
his own instructor in ~i”en classes* heedless tc. o&y the student’s vested 
interest in tha 4 type situation could easily influence Ms impression of 
what took placi* Second, if the basic course instructor feels the student 
is competent and read;'', the prospective teacher may pet his first "taste" 
of actual teaching apart from nicro~teach±ng in the me tune’s classroom*. 

The progvun also provides the methods student contact with a classroom teacher 
to discuss problems of teaching* Prior to this point most contacts with 
instructors have been for the pnrpose of discussing the student’s ova 
prepress in a given course*. 

While the described pro ram offers the prospective teacher of speech 
an opportunity to evaluate speeches in the classroom under supervision., one 
major limitation must be recognized* Inherent in rationalising the program 
is a willingness to accept a relationship between criticizing speeches in 
a high school classroom and in the classroom of a basic college speech course* 
The author is willing to accept the two teaching situations as sufficiently 
similar to warrant implementation of the program* 



The workability of such a program is dependon t or two factors-*-® 
either of which coul< cause an unsurmoun table problem in any given situation 
First, it is necessary that enough sections of a beginning speech course 
be offered to accommodate the number of students enrolled in the methods 
course Second, cooperation from most of the teaching staff of the basic 
course is essential. 

The response from both students and staff participating in the 
initial phase of the program during the 196?~19?0 academic year has 
convinced the Pspurtiiwnt of Speech at Eastern Illinois Snivel- sity that such 
laboratory type experiences offer a meaningful challenge to the methods 
student that he cannot get in the speech methods classroom u 




5 



B ibliography 



Balcer, Charles I,* and Hugh )• , heahury* Teaching Speech ir> To da y* a 

Secondary CcUooi£« Ffey v drk s holt,, ! 'inehart, and Winston,”*! no „ ,, 

Pedv’orii, i-onald ’’Criticizing Student SpeaciiOSi Philosophy and Principles 
The Central jto ieg Speech J osamal, November, 1967* f-p« * : 7 6~28h.> 

holtzsiarij, Frail r .- " Speech Criticism and Evaluation as C o:-tnunic .*iti on .. " 

The SntieJh Teacher , January, I960,, pr> 0 1-7,, 

turn ttrnm ■<» i» ' 

Kelly * fin * ! o "Objectivity in Vm Grading and tival ration of Spodchosu” 

Ttif J^reech . eac her^ J&yj&ry; l?o5,« p p* 

K* K* "How to Criticise student Speeches.,* The Speech Teacher 
^ept'jmh'ir j 195f» pju bOFWviS-, 

P./binson, Karl f* Teachin g Speec?; ir. th e B ocondnrv Cohoo'l „ hew Torkt 
Longmans , Ctreen* &SaTa» $ Tnc., „ I9-?I*7~ 

•'>e:,gor f fcarvin L„ "The Speech Teachers listener and Critic*" The Speech. 
Teacher, No- saber* X95k>» Dpi 2??™26lo "" " 

Ctrlth, hajT«nd o, ’’The Criticism of Speeches t A. Dialectical Approach,,” 

The Speech Teacher* January - 1961, r.p„ 59~63«. 




6 



